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83y, that, several instances::-have.occurred where the [,
gislature has.interposed its:power, and: granted re hey,,
Ings. of. causes:that; had ‘been decidyd.; ' As.late as 1533
ch- 184, a law_ passed authérising. a bill. of. review-ayg ,
re-aigument upon the terms to which.these tuemorisly,
now submit-themselves. ‘But the committee have not
felt themselves concluded by the precedents to whie
their fatténtion has . been .directed: ~ 11 appear's to they
that no.certain fixed rules can be established. for ihe.go. §
vernment of the Legislat .re.in, such cases...If any rolig

can "be ‘granted af all; we shoutld consider. rather the pe.
culiar circumstasnces. of each, application to determine
upon. the .propriety: of gratilying. it:. It should nop p,
accorded in, uny . case m-rely. because of .the ;pecuniary
damount .involved, nor.. of. the importance of ‘the case
the .p rties, themselves.. . If such applications. were 1
depend. sclely on:these.considerations,. what imagin.
ﬂUilCOUid :be l'ﬁb‘f.i’@ifged:‘\,?i'!hi’lgi:reasnnab!g;_bt_guﬂds, “'hen

a persor.’s opinion :of. his own case constitutes his only
right to petition?...: Who: can. define” the end of such e
mands, or foretell the mischief they. mayiwotk in bring.
ing the Legislative and- Judicial departments in conflice
The commitiee conéeive. that the salest.course is nat to
gratify such.appl.cations, except upon..the clearest con-
yictions ef error in.the, judgment.of the court, and that
injustice would. grow.out of its. extension. Avoiding a
decision. of the right.to interfere; they have examined
and deeply refle ted . upon. the statements and proofs se-
companying the memorial, to discov r the circumstasees
that commend this. petition to the favorable notice of the
Legisiature.. ., After..a very .careful investigation of the
whole case, . they are not .prepared .10 say that the deci-
sion of ihe court-will cause sueh injus.ice and oppres
sion as, in their opition, alone should justify any legis-
lation, to,impede _or-arrest the course of judiesal proceed-

ings.. But it is alleged that evidence has been discover-

ed since the date of the deeree, whichy with that in pos
session, of the court before, will tend to prove the iile-
gitimgey of Mis. Ewing. This allegation would pre
sent a strong ground for.a .review;and re-hearing ol the
evidence, were such as to afford a reasonable presump-
‘tion_that the court would have decided cifferently, if that
new evidence had been nrevionsly hetore them. 1lvon
ihe vase fnen proved, ife’ court were of apinion tha
Mef“’iﬂ,a Ewing was the sole heir of tlenry Moore, and
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